1/6/70 


;D£oS: 338-2 (*lso Lav 3-13; 

Tbe aeror.- 4 of toes© r* vorta e ttributsa to ta» first srwat is not 
tao-e. bo first doss no* the call w a couple ted, -t a»y» merely 
"an nttera.pt by sc unidentified shite {sale to place & long liet&ce© 
telephone cell to Indiesno** » the second one aaya nignay ’'stated tas 
bill felled to indicate ©ny long distance cells bed been mode..,* 

The first is not a real report* It f«i a to give ?>ny rudimen- 
tary explanation of »by this ia ic tfi* t-eeecsineti'-n files, or to 
given and, rot hoi? Inadequate, description of tala «/»# 

But, it is possible to conjecture, on vlaet fcoe t preared In 
print end attributed to rubllc authority* iocol polio- official Cor 
sheriff, I do not recall srhiefcj, in Indiana, reported toe finding of 
e duplies te of 1— • 'eanHcfeer-Cercnrc.o loft by ’ '.cua. .l.-b nan sit© 
nod steyed in a hotel or motel i: his' jurisdiction* 

It eeutd see® that explaining the reason for tfca investigation 
wml.j not have taxed the S. 



